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Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code 

Project Description 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to enhance the safety on State 
Route 33 from post-mile (PM) 18.88 to PM 19.04 in Ventura County by widening the roadway, 
installing a stamped concrete barrier, incorporating a concrete-lined drainage, and applying a high 
friction surface treatment to reduce accidents and the severity of collisions.  
 
Determination 
This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is included to give notice to interested 
agencies and the public that it is /ŀƭǘǊŀƴǎΩ intent to adopt an MND for this project. This does not 
mean that /ŀƭǘǊŀƴǎΩ decision regarding the project is final. This MND is subject to change based on 
comments received by interested agencies and the public.  
 
The Department has prepared an Initial Study for this project, and pending public review, 
expects to determine from this study that the proposed project would not have a significant 
effect on the environment for the following reasons: 
 
The proposed project would have no effect on agricultural and forest resources, cultural 
resources, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, population 
and housing, recreation, tribal cultural resources, and utilities. 
 
In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant effects to aesthetics, air 
quality, energy, geology and soils, noise, transportation, public services, and wildfire. 
 
With the following mitigation measure incorporated, the proposed project would have less than 
significant effects to biological resources: 
 
BIO-20: Caltrans will mitigate the loss of riparian habitat by replanting species on-site on the 
hillside after construction and in the biological study area outside of the project impact area 
within Nork Forth Matilija Creek. 

 
 
 

 
 
________________________________   ______________________ 
RONALD KOSINSKI  Date 
Deputy District Director 
Division of Environmental Planning, District 7 
California Department of Transportation
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Chapter 1 ς Proposed Project  
 

 Introduction 

NEPA Assignment 

California participŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ά{ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 5ŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ tƛƭƻǘ tǊƻƎǊŀƳέ όtƛƭƻǘ 
Program) pursuant to 23 United States Code (USC) 327, for more than five years, beginning July 
1, 2007, and ending September 30, 2012.  MAP-21 (P.L. 112-141), signed by President Obama on 
July 6, 2012, amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent Surface Transportation Project 
Delivery Program.  As a result, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) entered 
into a Memorandum of Understanding pursuant to 23 USC 327 (NEPA Assignment MOU) with 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  The NEPA Assignment MOU became effective October 
1, 2012, and was renewed on December 23, 2016, for a term of five years.  In summary, Caltrans 
continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
other federal environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, 
with minor changes.  With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and Caltrans assumed all of the 
United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary's responsibilities under NEPA.  
This assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Local Assistance Projects off 
of the State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain categorical 
exclusions that FHWA assigned to Caltrans under the 23 USC 326 CE Assignment MOU, projects 
excluded by definition, and specific project exclusions.  
 
Caltrans, as assigned by the FHWA, is the lead agency under the NEPA and under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The USACE is a cooperating agency under NEPA, as they will 
be the permitting agency for the Waters of the U.S. during final design of the project.  USACE is 
not contributing funds for construction of the project. 
 

Existing Facilities 

SR 33 originates at United States (US 101) in the City of San Buenaventura and extends north to 
the Santa Barbara County line and beyond. The SR 33 corridor is mostly semi-rural with land use 
varying from open space forest lands, industrial, residential, to agricultural lands. The route 
serves both recreational and interregional purposes, providing access to the Los Padres National 
Forest and to the Lake Casitas Recreation Area, by way of SR 150, and linking the City of San 
Buenaventura (more commonly known as Ventura) with the City of Ojai. The route also passes 
through the Ventura oil fields and the unincorporated areas of Casitas Springs and Oak View. The 
portion of the route that extends from the Ojai Valley through Los Padres National Forest and 
ends in the City of Maricopa in Kern County is called the Maricopa Highway. 
 
The SR 33 project site is a two-lane highway located within the mountainous terrain of the Los 
Padres National Forest at an elevation of approximately 1,760 feet above mean sea level, 
defined by the micaceous clay shale rock as the primary geological formation. At the project site, 
the roadway is a curved 22-foot wide roadbed with shoulder widths that vary from 0 to 2 feet. 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/mous-moas-agreements
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/mous-moas-agreements
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Each lane is approximately 10 feet and six inches in length. The setting of the project is within a 
gorge and includes a protruding rock surface known as a vertical seep that trickles down natural 
springwater. The natural springwater splashes onto the roadbed and flows across the road into 
North Fork Matilija Creek. It also flows down the side of the northbound lane down to the bridge 
approximately 240 square feet away from the protruding rock. The protruding rock is a local 
landmark that communities in the area identify closely with. Communities in the immediate 
south of the vicinity include Ojala, Meiner Oaks, and Ojai, and are located approximately 3.5, 6.5, 
and 8.5 miles away, respectively.  
 
Caltrans proposes the Road Safety Enhancement Project to enhance roadway safety and reduce 
collisions to rock barriers on SR 33 in Ventura County from post-mile (PM) 18.88 to PM 19.04 
(Figure 1).  
 
The project is included in the 2019 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) and is 
proposed for funding from the SHOPP program (State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program). The project was approved on December 17, 2018 through Amendment #19-01 in the 
FTIP and the project Federal ID is VENLS01. The estimated project cost is expected to be 
approximately $8.5 million.  

  

Project Location 

Figure 1. Project Location 
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 Purpose and Need 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to:  

¶ enhance roadway safety and 

¶ reduce the severity of collisions and collisions to the rock barrier. 
 

Need 

Due to the narrow widths of the roadway, vehicles have hit the rock barrier repeatedly over the 
last ten years and have hit the rock blocks off the road into the creek while making sharp turns at 
this site. The current roadway is a curved 22-foot wide roadbed with shoulder widths that vary 
from 0 to 2 feet (ft.). There is a 4.5 ft. x 1.5 ft. x 1.5 ft. block barrier left on the southbound 
shoulder to provide the intended protection of a collision barrier.  
 
In addition, natural springwater splashes down the road from the protruding rock surface and 
has induced wet pavement in the area. 
 
Based on the Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) and Selective Accident 
Retrieval Report (TSAR) for a 10-year period from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2019 (Table 
1), the accident rate at the project location (PM 18.8/19.20) was 11.58 accidents per million 
vehicle miles (acc/mvm). The State average rate is 2.22 acc/mvm at similar state facilities. During 
these 10 years, the actual accident rates in 6 years (2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2016, and 2017) 
were much higher than the State average rates in the same year. There were no recorded 
accidents in the other 4 years (2014, 2015, 2017, and 2018). It should be noted that the SR 33 
was closed in 2017 and 2018 for safety reasons after the Thomas fire.  
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Table 1. Accident Rates Summary 2019 

Route County PM Dates 
ADT 

(*1000) 

Accident Rates Per Million Vehicle Miles 
(acc/mvm) 

Actual 
California State 

Average 

Fatal 
Fatal+ 
Injury 

Total Fatal 
Fatal+ 
Injury 

Total 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2010 to 
12/31/2019 

0.7 0.000 7.37 11.58 0.058 1.10 2.22 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2010 to 
12/31/2010 

0.8 0.000 8.33 8.33 0.055 1.04 2.10 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2011 to 
12/31/2011 

0.7 0.000 0.00 10.00 0.056 1.08 2.17 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2012 to 
12/31/2012 

0.6 0.000 22.22 22.22 0.059 1.13 2.27 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2013 to 
12/31/2013 

0.6 0.000 22.22 33.33 0.059 1.13 2.27 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2014 to 
12/31/2014 

0.6 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.059 1.08 2.17 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2015 to 
12/31/2015 

0.7 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.059 1.13 2.27 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2016 to 
12/31/2016 

0.7 0.000 10.00 30.00 0.056 1.08 2.17 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2017 to 
12/31/2017 

0.6 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.059 1.13 2.27 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2018 to 
12/31/2018 

0.6 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.059 1.13 2.27 

33 Ven 18.80-
19.20 

1/1/2019 to 
12/31/2019 

0.6 0.000 11.11 11.11 0.059 1.13 2.27 

Note Fatal rates refers to accidents that resulted in a fatality, while fatal+injury includes numbers from accidents that resulted in fatalities and 
those that resulted in injuries. 
 

Northbound 
All accidents within the project area occurred during the day (8AM to 4PM) in northbound 
direction. Based on the findings in the TSAR, the primary reason for collisions that occurred at 
this location in the northbound lane were related to speeding (66.7%) and other violations 
(33.3%). The types of collisions were hitting object (66.7%) and side-swiping (33.3%). All 
accidents occurred under the clear weather and dry road surface conditions. 
 
Southbound 
Seventy-five percent of the accidents occurred during the day (11AM to 6PM), and 25 percent of 
the accidents occurred during the night (9PM to 1AM) in the southbound direction. Based on the 
findings in the TSAR, the primary reason for collisions that occurred at this location in the 
southbound lane were related to improper turning (37.5%), influence of alcohol (25%), speeding 
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(12.5%), failure to yield (12.5%), and other violations (12.5%). The types of collisions were hitting 
object (50%), overturning (25%), broadsiding (12.5%), and side-swiping (12.5%). The majority 
accidents occurred under the clear weather (75%), and dry road surface (87.5%) conditions. 
Other accidents occurred under cloudy weather (25%) and wet road surface (12.5%) conditions. 
Table 2 summarizes the existing traffic collision data for the project location. 
 

Table 2. Primary Collision Factors 

1/1/2010 TO 12/31/2019 
(PM 18.8/19.2) 

SOUTHBOUND NORTHBOUND 

TYPE OF 
COLLISIONS 

Head-On (%)   

Sideswipe (%) 12.5 33.3 

Rear End (%)   

Broadside (%) 12.5  

Hit Object (%) 50.0 66.7 

Overturn (%) 25.0  

PRIMARY 
COLLISION 

FACTOR 

Influence Alcohol (%) 25.0  

Follow too Close (%)   

Failure to Yield (%) 12.5  

Improper Turn (%) 37.5  

Speeding (%) 12.5 66.7 

Others/Unknown (%) 12.5 33.3 

WEATHER 

Clear (%) 75.0 100.0 

Cloudy (%) 25.0  

Raining (%)   

ROAD SURFACE 
Dry (%) 87.5 100.0 

Wet (%) 12.5  

 

 Independent Utility and Logical Termini 

Logical termini for project development are defined as (1) rational endpoints for a transportation 
improvement, and (2) rational end points for a review of environmental impact. The 
environmental impact end points frequently cover a broader geographic area than the strict 
limits of a proposed transportation improvement. Independent utility means that the project 
improvements have independent significance, or that the improvements are usable at a 
reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements are made in the area. 
 
The proposed project termini is logical because the project limits (PM 18.88 to PM 19.04) has 
been identified where most collisions occur due to the narrow curvature on SR 33.  
The proposed project has independent utility because it does not rely on other projects to 
address the identified need. Improvements made on this project is anticipated to reduce the 
number and severity of the collisions that occur at this specific location.  
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 Project Description 

This section describes the proposed action and the project alternatives that were developed to 
meet the identified purpose and need of the project, while avoiding or minimizing environmental 
impacts. Three alternatives were analyzed for the projectτthe No-Build Alternative, Build 
Alternative 1, and Build Alternative 2. 
 
The project is located on SR 33 in Ventura County from PM 18.88 to PM 19.04. The total length 
of the project is less than a quarter of a mile. The project is situated within the mountainous 
terrain of the Los Padres National Forest, and is next to North Fork Matilija Creek and a 
protruding rock surface known as a vertical seep. The purpose of this project is to enhance road 
safety and reduce collision severity.  
 

 Project Alternatives  

Build Alternative 1 ς Build Alternative 1 (Figure 2) proposes to widen the roadway by four feet 
nine inches on the southbound direction of the SR 33 from PM 18.88 to PM 19.04 in Ventura 
County through a continuous cantilever slab (approximately 380 feet linear feet in length). On 
the northern end of the project, the height of the retaining rock block wall will be reduced to 
build the cantilever slab. The existing metal beam guardrail will also be removed to 
accommodate an overhang. The overhang is expected to extend less than three feet out of the 
roadway. This will result in an additional six inches of lane width for each lane (northbound and 
southbound) as well as a two-foot shoulder to widen the turning radius. 
 
The existing rock block barrier (currently a 4.5 ft. x 1.5 ft. x 1.5 ft. barrier) will be replaced by a 
new cast-in-place textured stamped concrete barrier that is 36 inches in height and 
approximately 380 linear feet in length. The concrete barrier will be designed to match the 
existing landscape as a component of context sensitive solutions (Figure 4). An 18-inch high 
tubular handrailing will be incorporated on top of the concrete barrier. 
 
The project will also include the construction of a two-foot wide and six-inch deep shallow 
concrete-lined drainage ditch along the northbound shoulder to funnel springwater runoff into 
North Fork Matilija Creek. The springwater will be rerouted to flow down the side of the bridge 
(approximately 240 sq. ft. away) and also through the cross-culvert (Figure 5) where it will be 
connected to North Fork Matilija Creek.  
 
A high friction surface treatment (HFST) will be applied to a perennially wet section of the 
travelled roadway caused by the splashing of natural springwater onto the roadway. All the 
proposed improvements will be constructed within Caltrans right of way, but in United States 
CƻǊŜǎǘ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜΩǎ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴΦ 
 
Advanced curve warning signs will also be updated to warn travelers ahead of the curve as a part 
of the project. 
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The proposed project will implement a number of standardized project measures and mitigation 
measures designed to reduce air quality impacts, noise impacts, and water quality impacts. 
Measures include but are not limited to: 1) implementation of fugitive dust control measures in 
accordance with Ventura County Air Pollution Control District, 2) implementation of standard 
noise control measures in compliance with local and county regulations, and 3) standard best 
management practices in compliance with water quality permits. 
 
Build Alternative 2 ς Build Alternative 2 (Figure 3) is identical to Build Alternative 1, except that 
the roadway will be widened by two feet nine inches instead of four feet nine inches as 
proposed by Build Alternative 1. An overhang measuring less than one feet is expected to be 
extended out of the roadway instead of an overhang measuring less than three feet. 
 
All project design features and mitigation measures designed to minimize environmental impacts 
for Build Alternative 1 will also be implemented for Build Alternative 2. 
 
Figure 2 and Figure 3 depicts the preliminary design plans for Build Alternatives 1 and 2 of the 
project. Figure 4 shows the concept plans for the proposed cast-in-place textured and stamped 
concrete barrier. Photographs of project location site are depicted in Figure 5 to Figure 10. 
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Figure 2. Preliminary Design Plans for Build Alternative 1 
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Figure 3. Preliminary Design Plans for Build Alternative 2 
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Figure 4. Concrete Barrier Aesthetic Treatment 
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https://docs.vcrma.org/images/pdf/code/Tree_Protection_Ordinance.pdf
















































https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/6846/fhszl_map56.pdf




























https://www.google.com/search?rlz=1C1AVSX_enUS411&q=15+U.S.C.&stick=H4sIAAAAAAAAAONgVuLSz9U3MLIwM63MBgBSUlzZDgAAAA&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiSuurypvveAhVmJjQIHS2IDTYQmxMoATAPegQIBBAH




http://resources.ca.gov/climate/climate-safe-infrastructure-working-group-2/
http://resources.ca.gov/climate/climate-safe-infrastructure-working-group-2/














https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/data.htm
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/pubs/reports/2000_2017/ghg_inventory_trends_00-17.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plan-targets
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plan-targets
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/
https://www.sustainablehighways.dot.gov/overview.aspx
http://www.climateassessment.ca.gov/
https://www.climatechange.ca.gov/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/policy_and_guidance/usdot.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/policy_and_guidance/usdot.cfm
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-clean
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-clean
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://nca2018.globalchange.gov/































































































































